City of Columbus — Bartholomew County 123 Washington Street
Planning Department Columbus, Indiana 47201

Phone: (812) 376-2550
Fax: (812) 376-2643

CITY OF COLUMBUS
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
(January 26, 2015 Meeting)

UPDATED STAFF REPORT

Docket No. / Project Title: C/CU-15-16 (Harrison Lake Country Club)
C/DS-15-32 (Harrison Lake Country Club)

Staff: Ashley Klingler

Applicant: Harrison Lake Country Club

Property Size: 144.204 Acres (143.472 acres at the existing golf course plus 0.732 acres
of the former home site)

Zoning: AP (Agriculture: Preferred)

Location: 588 S. Country Club Road and 532 South 525 West, in Harrison Township.

Background Summary:

The applicant wishes to expand their existing driving range and also wishes to add a new fence to keep flying
golf balls on the subject property. The fence will be located in the front and side yards of the two separate
properties. This project includes the requests listed below: New information in this staff report is underlined.

C/CU-15-16: Conditional Use: conditional use approval per Zoning Ordinance Section 3.5(B) to allow
the expansion of a golf course (an expanded driving range, fence and a 240 sq. ft. storage shed) in an
Agriculture Preferred (AP) zoning district.

C/DS-15-32: Development Standards Variance #1: a development standards variance from Zoning
Ordinance Section 9.3(D)(2) to allow a fence to be 70 feet in height, 62 feet taller than the 8 foot
maximum in a side yard.

C/DS-15-32: Development Standards Variance #2: a development standards variance from Zoning
Ordinance Section 9.3(D)(2) to allow a fence to be 50 feet in height, 46.5 feet taller than the 42 inch
maximum in a front yard.

C/DS-15-32: Development Standards Variance #3: a development standards variance from Zoning
Ordinance Section 9.3(D)(2) to allow a fence to be 60 feet in height, 52 feet taller than the 8 foot
maximum in a side yard.

Key Issue Summary:
The following key issue(s) should be resolved through the consideration of this application:

arONE

Should the driving range be expanded closer to 525 West?

Is the proposed fence an appropriate height?

Should the fence be screened from the road and neighboring properties?
How far should the fence be setback from the road?

Is the proposed storage shed consistent with the surroundings?
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Preliminary Staff Recommendation:

e Conditional Use: Approval. All criteria have been met.
Any approval should be subject to the following commitments:

e A 15 foot wide landscaped area that includes evergreen trees shall be provided and maintained
on the road side of the fence to screen the fence from the street and neighboring properties. The
trees shall be installed at the time of the fence construction. The evergreen trees shall be planted
to effectively screen the view of the fence from typical eye level when they mature. Prior to their
installation a planting plan shall be provided to the Planning Department for approval.

e A 10 foot wide landscaped area that includes evergreen trees shall be provided and maintained
on the south side of the fence to screen the fence from the neighboring property to the south.

The trees shall be installed at the time of the fence construction. The evergreen trees shall be
planted to effectively screen the view of the fence from typical eye level when they mature. Prior
to their installation a planting plan shall be provided to the Planning Department for approval.

e The fence shall be located a minimum of 60 feet from the center line of 525 West, and a minimum
of 12 feet from the southern property line.

e The fence heights will be approved based on the exact heights listed under Planning
Consideration #4, not for the broad heights used in the variance request. The applicant will
record a commitment indicating the approved heights, and a map may be attached if necessary.

e Variance #1 (Fence Height in Existing Golf Course Side Yard): Approval. All criteria have been met.
Variance #2 (Fence Height in Front Yard of Former Home Site): Approval. All criteria have been met.
Variance #3 (Fence Height in Side Yard of Former Home Site): Approval. All criteria have been met.

Zoning District Intent:

District Intent: The intent of the (AP (Agriculture: Preferred) zoning district is as follows: to provide an area
suitable for agriculture and agriculture-related uses. This district is further intended to preserve the viability of
agricultural operations, and limit nonagricultural development in areas with minimal, incompatible
infrastructure.

Development Standards: No fence or wall shall exceed a height of 8 feet in any side or rear yard or 42
inches in any front yard. In the case of properties with multiple front yards, this restriction shall apply only to
the front yard providing the primary access to the property.

Current Property Information:

Land Use: Golf course and a vacant lot
Site Features: Golf course and vacant lot (a former home has been demolished)
Flood Hazards: Zone A 100 year flood plain in south-west corner of property. (Project

location is the north-east corner of property.)

Vehicle Access: Rain Tree Drive South (Collector, Rural, Residential)
Country Club Road (Collector, Rural, Residential)
525 West (Minor Arterial, Rural, Residential)

Surrounding Zoning and Land Use:

Zoning: Land Use:

North: AP (Agriculture: Preferred) Single-Family Residential
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South: AP (Agriculture: Preferred) Single-Family Residential
East: AP (Agriculture: Preferred) Single-Family Residential
West: AP (Agriculture: Preferred) Single-Family Residential
Interdepartmental Review:

County Highway: Looks like more than a fence. They have a lot of earth moving equipment on

site. | thought it was going to be a subdivision. Looks like a lot of work for
driving range. | was going to ask Becky if they did the erosion control for this.
There is some silt fence up and | hadn’t seen anything on it.

As for the application, County Highway has no issues. GIS shows very little
right of way at that location, as long as the nets [fences] are back off the
road. Right of way dedication would be nice, but that is probably not required.

City Engineering:

That location is outside the City’s MS4 area. The Rule 5 Application would go
to the County or BCSWCD for review, inspection and enforcement. (Becky
Douglas: Engineering Technician)

Code Enforcement: No comments received at this time.

City Utilities: No comments received at this time.

City Parks & Recreation: | No comments received at this time.

County Fire: No comments received at this time.

Planning Consideration(s):
The following general site considerations, planning concepts, and other facts should be considered in the
review of this application:

1.

This property was previously zoned SU-15, a special use district for private and public clubs, golf &
country clubs and lodges operated by educational, social or fraternal organizations. In 1995, (SU-95-
1) there was an approval to construct a maintenance building. In 1996, (SU-96-3) there was an
approval to add a swimming pool and bath house. In 1997, (SU-97-2) there was an approval for a
building addition to the clubhouse. In 2008, with the adoption of the replacement Zoning Ordinance,
this property was rezoned out of a special use district (the current Zoning Ordinance does not have
special use districts) to AP (Agriculture: Preferred). This means, any addition does not require a
special use approval, but rather a conditional use approval by the Board of Zoning Appeals.

The existing driving range is located on the north-west corner of the Harrison Lake Country Club
subject property. The only way to access the driving range is through the main entrance of the golf
course, and to either walk or cart over to the range. The proposed expansion would use this existing
access (there will be no access off 525 West).

The neighboring home directly south of the driving range was purchased by the Country Club. It has
since been demolished. The Country Club wishes to expand their driving range across their current
property and onto the newly acquired property. This is why there are two addresses to this request.
Around the driving range was a large fence that was intended to keep golf balls from flying off the
range. The fence was taken down with the intent to move them farther east, closer to 525 West, with
the proposed driving range expansion. The general location of the proposed new fence is north-
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south along 525 West across the original golf course property and the newly acquired former home
site. It then turns east-west along the southern line of the former home site. The detailed proposed
fence location is as follows: (1) The portion closest to 525 West is as follows: The first point is 60 feet
west from the centerline of 525 West, and 12 feet north from the southern property line of the former
home site. (This is the most south-east portion of the fence.) The fence goes north from this point
190 feet; this area of the fence has a maximum height of 50 feet tall. After 190 feet, the fence turns
~45 degrees to the north-west for a distance of 130 feet. The maximum height of the diagonal portion
of the fence is 60 feet tall. (2) The portion closet to the southern property line is as follows: Start back
at the most south-east portion of the fence. Go west 232 feet; the maximum height of this portion of
the fence is 60 feet tall. At this point the fence turns south for 65 feet; the portion of this fence has a
maximum height of 70 feet tall. (This area of the fence is the tallest and is closest to the driving tee).
5. Generally also referred to as a “net”, the ball enclosure is technically considered a fence by the
Zoning Ordinance. The proposed fence is too tall per Section 9.3(D)(2) of the Zoning Ordinance.
Due to the proposed location of the fence, there are three variances triggered. (1) The north-south
component on 588 South Country Club Road is considered the property’s side yard (according to the
Zoning Ordinance, the front yard is where the main access point is located). This means the fence
must meet side yard requirements The 65 foot long area that is 70 feet tall is also in the side yard of
this property. A fence is limited to a maximum of 8 feet in a side yard. When combining all the fence
pieces in a side yard on 588 South Country Club Road, the applicant is proposing a variance for a
fence up to 70 feet tall. (2) The area north-south along 532 South 525 West is considered a front
yard. This means the fence must meet the front yard requirements of the Zoning Ordinance.
According to the Zoning Ordinance, a fence in the front yard cannot exceed 42 inches. The applicant
is proposing a fence up to 50 feet tall at this location. (3) The east-west portion of the fence on 532
South 525 West is in the side yard. This means the fence must meet all side yard requirements of
the Zoning Ordinance. A fence is limited to a maximum of 8 feet in a side yard. The applicant is
proposing a fence up to 60 feet tall at this location. Below is a summary of the three variances
triggered by this request:

Address Fence Zomn_g Ordinance Proposed Height
Location Requirement

588 South Country Club Road | Side yard 8 feet tall max Up to 70 feet tall

532 South 525 West Front yard 42 inches tall max Up to 50 feet tall

532 South 525 West Side yard 8 feet tall max Up to 60 feet tall

6. The applicant had indicated that the height of the fence has been calculated by their supplier with the
intent to catch the stray golf balls and reduce the number of golf balls going on to neighbor’s
properties. As the fence gets closer to the driving range, the taller the fence height.

7. According to Article 9 of the Zoning Ordinance fences are permitted to be on the property line. Thus,
the proposed fence can be located on the property line. If a better location seems appropriate, this
should be a condition of approval.

8. Zoning Ordinance Section 9.3(A)(7) states that fences that are setback from property lines that
comply with all regulations established by the Zoning Ordinance for accessory structures in the
applicable zoning district, are exempt from the fencing regulations. Accessory structures in the AP
(Agriculture: Preferred) zoning district must not exceed 35 feet in height and shall be setback 15 feet
from any property line. No area of the proposed fence meets this requirement of being 15 feet from
all property lines, so this fence exemption to allow a fence to be 35 feet high does not apply for this
proposal.

9. 525 West is a Minor Arterial street. According to the Thoroughfare Plan, any future road expansion at
this location would involve a half right-of-way 45 feet from the center of the road. The existing half
right-of way at 588 South Country Club Road and 532 South 525 West is about 13 feet (32 feet less
than required by the Thoroughfare Plan). This should be taken into account when deciding where the
proposed fence should be located.

10. It may be beneficial to have a buffer along the proposed fence to visually screen the fence from
neighboring residences. For comparison, golf courses are permitted in the “P” Public zoning district.
According to Section 8.2 of the Zoning Ordinance, properties zoned “P” are required to have buffers
to neighboring residential zoning districts. The buffer required is a Buffer Yard Type B. This is a 15
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foot wide landscaped area which requires 65 points (3 trees or 9 shrubs) of landscaping per every 50
feet of frontage. With the proposed fence location at 60 feet from the centerline of 525 West, this
allows space for the 45 feet half right-of-way and a 15 foot landscaped buffer. The applicant is
proposing a landscaped area within 10 feet of the fence that includes a row of Arborvitaes. The
applicant is only planting in 10 feet of the 15 feet provided.

11. The applicant is requesting a storage shed that is 12ft. by 20 ft. by 11 ft. tall. It is to be on a wood
skid “foundation” set on a gravel base pad (no concrete foundation). The shed will be setback
approximately 20 ft. from the northern property line of the Existing Golf Course property. The shed

will be accessed by a 5 ft. wide Jravel path from the interior of the property.

Comprehensive Plan Consideration(s):
The Comprehensive Plan designates the future land use of properties in this area as General Rural District.

The Comprehensive Plan includes this property in the Western Hills character area. The following planning
principles for that character area apply to this application: Plan for new parks and open space areas to
accommodate a growing population.

Provisional Findings of Fact/Decision Criteria (Conditional Use):
Section 12.4(D) of the Zoning Ordinance permits the Board of Zoning Appeals to allow conditional uses that
meet the criteria listed below. The Board may impose reasonable conditions as part of an approval.

1. The proposal will not be injurious to the public health, safety, and general welfare of the
community.

Provisional Findings: With the commitment that the fence is placed 60 feet from the center line
of 525 West, the fence will be farther from the edge of the subject property. When 525 West is
expanded to a half right-of-way of 45 feet, the fence location will remain setback 15 feet from the
property line (which allows a 15 foot buffer for screening). This will reduce the aesthetic
concerns with the use and allow for future improvement to 525 West. Including the fence in the
expansion project is key to protecting motorist and neighbors from golf balls. This criterion has
been met.

2. The development of the property will be consistent with the intent of the development
standards established by the Zoning Ordinance for similar uses.

Provisional Findings: The height of the proposed fence does not meet the Zoning Ordinance.
The development standards will be met only if the attached variances for fence height are
approved. All other development standards are consistent with the Zoning Ordinance. If the
fencing variances are approved, this criterion has been met.

3. Granting the conditional use will not be contrary to the general purposes served by the
Zoning Ordinance, and will not permanently injure other property or uses in the same
zoning district and vicinity.

Provisional Findings: Expanding the driving range closer to property line and 525 West
increases the likelihood that golf balls will end up in the road or in neighboring property owner’'s
yards. The proposed fence is designed to reduce the number of stray balls. With the approval
of the attached fence variances, the neighboring property owners will be more protected. If the
fencing variances are approved, this criterion has been met.

4. The proposed use will be consistent with the character of the zoning district in which it is
located and the recommendations of the Comprehensive Plan.

Provisional Findings: The proposed driving range is a conditional use in the AP (Agriculture:
Preferred) zoning district. The future land use of this area is the General Rural District. There
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is no reason this property cannot be used as agriculture. However, golf courses are common in
rural and agriculture areas. The proposal is consistent with the character of the AP (Agriculture:
Preferred) zoning district. This criterion has been met.

Board of Zoning Appeals Options:

In reviewing a request for conditional use the Board may (1) approve the petition as proposed, (2) approve
the petition with conditions, (3) continue the petition to a future meeting of the Board, or (4) deny the petition
(with or without prejudice). Failure to achieve a quorum or lack of a positive vote on a motion results in an
automatic continuance to the next regularly scheduled meeting.

Provisional Findings of Fact/Decision Criteria

(#1: Fence Height in Existing Golf Course Side Yard):

The Board of Zoning Appeals may approve or deny variances from the development standards of the City of
Columbus Zoning Ordinance. The Board may impose reasonable conditions as part of an approval. A
variance from the development standards may only be approved upon a determination in writing that:

1. The approval will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare
of the community.

Provisional Findings: With the condition/commitment that the fence is placed 60 feet from the
center line of 525 West, the fence will be farther from the edge of the subject property. This will
keep the fence an adequate distance from the public right-of-way. At the 60 foot setback it will
allow for needed future road improvement projects necessary to ensure public safety. This
criterion has been met.

2. The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not be
affected in a substantially adverse manner.

Provisional Findings: The use and value of the area adjacent to the property will not be
adversely affected with the inclusion of the recommended commitments. With the commitment
of a 15 foot wide tree landscaped area along the outside of the fence (area closest to 525 West)
to screen the fence from the street and neighboring properties, this will reduce the visibility of
the tall fence. With the condition that the fence is placed 60 feet from the center line of 525
West, the fence will be farther from the edge of the subject property. This location farther into
the subject property and screening will minimize the impact to the neighboring property. This
criterion has been met.

3. The strict application of the terms of the zoning ordinance will result in practical
difficulties in the use of the property. This situation shall not be self-imposed, nor be
based on a perceived reduction of, or restriction on, economic gain.

Provisional Findings: With the improvement in golf technology, golf balls are going father and
higher. The existing driving range fence is not at a proper location or height to keep flying golf
balls on the driving range. The proposed fence provides a barrier for the golf balls to not fly off
the driving range. Not having the proposed fence will result in a practical difficulty in the use of
the existing driving range. This criterion has been met.

Provisional Findings of Fact/Decision Criteria

(#2: Fence Height in Front Yard of Former Home Site):

The Board of Zoning Appeals may approve or deny variances from the development standards of the City of
Columbus Zoning Ordinance. The Board may impose reasonable conditions as part of an approval. A
variance from the development standards may only be approved upon a determination in writing that:
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The approval will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare
of the community.

Provisional Findings: With the commitment that the fence is placed 60 feet from the center line
of 525 West, the fence will be farther from the edge of the subject property. This will keep the
fence an adequate distance from the public right-of-way. At the 60 foot setback it will allow for
needed future road improvement projects necessary to ensure public safety. This criterion has
been met.

The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not be
affected in a substantially adverse manner.

Provisional Findings: The use and value of the area adjacent to the property will not be
adversely affected with the inclusion of the recommended commitments. With the commitment
of a 15 foot wide tree landscaped area along the outside of the fence (area closest to 525 West)
to screen the fence from the street and neighboring properties, this will reduce the visibility of
the tall fence. With the condition that the fence is placed 60 feet from the center line of 525
West, the fence will be farther from the edge of the subject property. This location farther into
the subject property and screening will minimize the impact to the neighboring property. This
criterion has been met.

The strict application of the terms of the zoning ordinance will result in practical
difficulties in the use of the property. This situation shall not be self-imposed, nor be
based on a perceived reduction of, or restriction on, economic gain.

Provisional Findings: With the improvement in golf technology, golf balls are going father and
higher. The fence is not at a proper location or height to keep flying golf balls on the driving
range. The existing driving range is not long enough, resulting in expanding the driving range
onto the former home site. The proposed fence provides a barrier for the golf balls to not fly off
the driving range. Not having the proposed fence, at this location, will result in a practical
difficulty in the use of the existing driving range. This criterion has been met.

Provisional Findings of Fact/Decision Criteria

(#3: Fen

ce Height in Side Yard of Former Home Site):

The Board of Zoning Appeals may approve or deny variances from the development standards of the City of
Columbus Zoning Ordinance. The Board may impose reasonable conditions as part of an approval.
variance from the development standards may only be approved upon a determination in writing that:

1.

The approval will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare
of the community.

Provisional Findings: The proposed fence is not in the visibility triangle (the clear line of sight
from the neighboring driveway to 525 West). This means, the safety of traffic flow will not be
affected by this fence. With the condition of a 10 foot wide landscaped area along the outside of
the fence (area closest to the neighboring property to the south) to screen the fence from the
neighboring properties, this will reduce the visibility of the tall fence. The proposed fence will not
be injurious to the public health, safety, moral, and general welfare of the community. This
criterion has been met.

The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not be
affected in a substantially adverse manner.

Provisional Findings: The use and value of the area adjacent to the property will not be
adversely affected with the approval of the attached commitments. With the condition of a 10
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foot wide tree landscaped area along the outside of the fence (area closest to the neighboring
property to the south) to screen the fence from the neighboring properties, this will reduce the
visibility of the tall fence. This criterion has been met.

3. The strict application of the terms of the zoning ordinance will result in practical
difficulties in the use of the property. This situation shall not be self-imposed, nor be
based on a perceived reduction of, or restriction on, economic gain.

Provisional Findings: With the improvement in golf technology, golf balls are going father and
higher. The fence is not at a proper or height to keep flying golf balls on the driving range. The
existing driving range is not long enough, resulting in expanding the driving range onto the
former home site. The proposed fence provides a barrier for the golf balls to not fly off the
driving range. Not having the proposed fence, at this location, will result in a practical difficulty
in the use of the existing driving range. This criterion has been met.

Board of Zoning Appeals Options:

In reviewing a request for development standards variance the Board may (1) approve the petition as
proposed, (2) approve the petition with conditions, (3) continue the petition to a future meeting of the Board,
or (4) deny the petition (with or without prejudice). Failure to achieve a quorum or lack of a positive vote on a
motion results in an automatic continuance to the next regularly scheduled meeting.
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Columbus — Bartholomew County Planning Department

Conditional Use Application
ECEIVT

Planning Deparirnent Use Only:

Jurisdiction: ﬂ Columbus D Bartholomew County (’2,-—\44’, L@B NOV I U 20'5
Zoning: A’P 4 Y. l k)
= v AL ofs [

Hearing Procedure: D Hearing Officer ﬂ/ Board of Zoning Appeals

- Conditional Use Application:

Applicant Information (the person or entity that will own andfor execute what is proposed):
— Q}oh Aadnan SR (Harsen  Lake . Coprtry ¢l o)

- 3 TR & | ;
Address:_ S 8% SovTH CouwTly ceut Pn CoLumAes T~ Y720(
(number) (street) (city) (state) (zip)

Phone No.@ é"’&'l'f‘-i57 Fax No.:(%lcﬁ 24~ Ll"lgq E-mail Address: ﬂﬁhﬁﬁ]\%w@HAQQTSWJLA[{L;CLU{_{_c@m

Property Owner Information (the “owner” does not include tenants or contract buyers):

Name: SANGE  AS  AbovE
Address:

(number) (street) (city) (state) (=ip)
Phone No.: Fax No.: E-mail Address:

Notification Information (list the person to whom all correspondence regarding this application should be directed):
Name: _ SAmeE A6 AbBovis

Address:

{(number) (street) (city) ' (state) (=ip)

Phone No.: Fax No.: E-mail Address:

How would you prefer to receive information (please check one): >_< E-mail ___ Phone __ Fax __ Mail

Property Inforrnation: ‘ :
SAKN Sovtik S8 WesT  ColumBus I Y7aw |

Address:
(number) (street) (city) (state) (zip)

or General Location (if no address has been assigned provide a street comer, subdivision lot number, or attach a legal description):

§:\Office Administration\Applications & Forms\BZA Forms\Conditional Use.doc
Page 1of 3




Conditional Use, Regueﬂg@f: e

I am reqqegﬁng a conditional use as Ii§ted by Section g o 5 C@) of the Zoning Ordinance to allow the following:

BRGSO [ . A |Z-20 Pocs  HU- 70 Taw
‘Doi,é’,s ALonl S8 WesT To  Hoid A NET FoR A DRruinly

e RAavpE  EXPANSI0N! SR
. S-t'cfwgf Shed = ¥ ”[j* XZO‘CJ\_X“‘F‘FW o\ SWMPQ_ bage \k*pazh&aﬁ“m.“ 1"7\-\%

ALl 114

Conditional Use Criteria:

The Columbus & Bartholomew County Zoning Ordinance establishes specific criteria that each must be met in order for a
conditional use to be approved. Describe how the conditional use requested meets each of the following criteria.

The approval of the conditional use will not be injurious to the public health, safety, and general welfare of the
community.

ABNWG NEW  wiEtTiviG AT ovlR DRIvIVG Dantec wite Stod
Any  STRAY  (oLF RALL FRom (ETIIVG CLostt TO e
Road (S85 w )

The development of the property will be consistent with the intent of the development standards established by the
Zoning Ordinance for similar uses.

CvoDE~rTLY  THE DOk Rave wneT 1S 7O SHorT. T
hf\f@LODMENT ol Ruit Ns o~ ouvR CuRREAT  Use— .

Granting the conditional use will not be contrary to the general purposes served by the Zoning Ordinance, and will not
permanently injure other property or uses in the same zoning district and vicinity.

TH'S DeustopmenT  wiLtc T PRovE SAFSTY ¢ AG‘STHE‘TICA(L!(
e moRE  Pleasivg

The conditional use will be consistent with the character of the zoning district in which it is located and the
recommendations of the Comprehensive Plan.

\l/‘-’:ﬁ— Tl*(‘,s DeveoPmenT Ruicns o~ THE DNyl QAM&(:,'S
CuRQiEnVY Vs

S:\Office Administration\Applications & Forms\BZA Forms\Conditional Use.doc
Page 2 of 3



Applicant’s Signature:
The ipformatjqn ificluded in and with this application is completely true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief

li/a/1&

(AppiEarits Signatura)y . (Date)

Property Ownet's Signature (the “owner” does not include tenants or contract buyers):

| authorize the filing of this application and will allow the Pianning Department staff to enter this property for the purpose of
analyzing this request. Further, | will allow a public notice sign to be placed and remain on the property until the processing of
the request is compplete.

W-4-15

(Date)

(Owner’s Signature) {Date)

S:\Office Administration\Applications & Forms\BZA Ferms\Canditional Use.doe
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Proposed Fence Location

> Setbacks/Measurements

Landscaped Area/Screening

Landscape Area/Screening:
e  Rose-of-SharemandforArborvitae

5 feet tall at planting and grow up
to 15 feet tall. About 5 to 6 feet
wide.

One row of plantings, within 10
feet of fence




STORAGE SHED PROPOSAL

Storage Shed: 12ft. by 20 ft. by 11 ft. tall.

(Wood skid “foundation” set on gravel base pad, no concreate foundation)

Gravel Path: 5 ft. wide
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Columbus - Bartholomew County Planning Department

Development Standards Variance Applicatj ECE ‘ jE o,

Planning Department Use Only: .

DEC 12015

Jurisdiction: EKColumbus [] Bartholomew County

Zoning: / l/
Docket No.: CJO0SEig= T2

Hearing Procedure: D Hearing Officer &Board of Zoning Appeals
1

Development Standards Variance Application:

Applicant Information (the person or entity that will own andlor execute what is proposed):
. S TR Conds— & ARison Lok Coun™t L B
Address: 5‘3"3’ Sova-f CUW‘IEF C.bub Qoh'h Co ComBes v k730]

(number) (street) ; (city) 1 © (state) (zip)

Phone No. (9' Q\ 42 -Hus ] Fax No(g QS S4d~H4€4  E.mail Address: uhhﬁh:ﬁ Rw @ #me‘SWCﬁL(SQLUE:- o,

Property Owner Information (the “owner” does not include tenants or contract buyers):

Name: Q@B(-A"h L-L'C
Address: S 8% SovTft CO"‘Vm? vl Qv"'h Cotuvmivs i 4(7.-“,{

(number) (street) (city) (state) (zip)

Phone NQ::('»_E‘Q) 3“@1"‘“5’ ! Fax No. (3"1) 3‘(1 """ﬂ E-mail Address: f“’hh/’rh R'M@ "‘*QQISONLA»L(;. CLA. o

Notlflcatlon Information (Ilst the person to whom al correspondence regardmg this appllcatlon should be directed)

Name: @ooEfZT #'ﬂﬁbﬁ-b (_2(92’:

Address: S8% SG“TI"' COVMTQP eyl Re l‘k CO(..uqév.ﬁ. v "f?ﬁo [

(number) (street) (city) (state) (zip)
Phone No_(_ﬂ)\ S4R-HYS7  Fax No.:(-ma') 3uz- bys« E-mail Address: 4&hh¢h2w§@ HARRISONML Alis CLVA, go
How would you prefer to receive information (please check one): _3_{_ E-mail — Phone __ Fax ___ Mail

Property Information:

Address: S 8% SouvTH COu&lQI’ CLUb Qo&:b CCPLV()»BV_S Tn/ : ‘6720{

(number) (street) (city) (state) (zip)

or General Location (if no address has been assigned provide a street corner, subdivision lot number, or attach a legal description):

S:\Cffice Administration\Applications & Forms\BZA Forms\Dev Stan Variance.doc
Page 1 of 3



Variance Requested:

| am requesting a variance from Section q ' 3) <D5 ( 9‘5 of the Zoning Ordinance to allow the following:

CRBanTLY AV & FebT Sidg (AN FEAMCT 5 Aiowed W AR
ReQeEsT WG A VkBlee: -—?9—56"Fce71

up to 70 ek 4a0)  REUC 1-7-[b
177(4/3’12 {~2-((

Variance Request Justification:

The Indiana Code and the Columbus & Bartholomew County Zoning Ordinance establish specific criteria that each must be met
in order for a development standards variance to be approved. Describe how the variance request meets each of the following
criteria. v

The approval \mll not be mjurlous to the publlc health safety, morals and generai welfare of the commumty
THE 70" Fewes Wit PRELEwT oLk QALLs F m CRossiuly 1610 ﬂ'ﬁé‘ﬂ.
PeuPt,g; Proleary i $9%5 we 5T

The use and vélue of the area afijacent to the property included in iha variance will not be éffected ina Substantially
adverse manner.

As PART oF ovR QANGE xPavsion TitE SvTipe PRoPLCRTY wic, Btumy”
Dbt oF T Ranog . THE PeopclIY witl Ba ASSEETICALY  €riwec)
BY QLA Wi AN Sodbwh. THE weTTING 18 DEShenh W LePinp
WIS TEHS  0vERALL tooW Avd 18 Av OudOALL SuPRovimp ol To_
THe PospEely | | R i ) .

The strict application of the terms of the Zoning Ordinance will result in pra'ctiéal difficulties in the usé of the p?operty.
This situation shall not be self-imposed; nor be based on a perceived reduction of, or restriction on, economic gain.

WiTltwe T THE Hlaited Fov el (.ﬂd'rﬂuc.ﬁ GOLFRMLG HAnE & veRly
ot cieLy dood oF Rerdiive $AENW. THE RETGES VARG
Vo wetded To oPSRAE THE RAVGE SAPELY,
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Columbus - Bartholomew County Planning Department
Development Standards Variance Application

E_QEI\_{E

Planning DepFrtment Use Only:

Jurisdiction: Cotumbus [ Bartholomew County DEC e 1/20'5
Zoning: A

Docket No.: CLDS IS8, B i £
1 Y: ]
Hearing Procedure: D Hearing Officer ﬁ\aoard of Zoning Appeals

Development Standards Variance Application:

Applicant Information (the person or entity that will own and/or execute what is proposed):

vame: 01500 Lave Coutdy Cluy
Address: 6%8 6 CO\LV"I'V‘V\ C\MM T)\d CD\W“J}I? [N 47 aﬁi

{(number) (street) ] (city) (state) (zip)

Phone No.: (6\&' ?JL‘\Z“L\LFO'? Fax No.: 6\&' 7)‘—\2-'-{L{‘56l E-mail Address: haddad e \/\brﬂﬁ)ﬂ |Lck12 C\l/lbr Lo

Property Owner Information (the “owner” does not include tenants or contract buyers):

Name: %l’\ﬁo L‘LL :
Address: 6%‘3' T CW\/W C\-%\O (P\(/X CO\\)&W\Y.)\}.S JN LW&DI

(number) (street) ! (city) (state) (zip)

Phone No.: o VA “AH2-HURN Fax No.: Bi2-HH2-4y 91 E-mail Address: Mdﬁdl’h) @\\bmm\chm\a, Cevig

Notification Information (list the person to whom all correspondence regarding this application should be directed):

Name: m M(/\ﬁd
Address: 66% = CO\-EVH’W CM\’J ?‘A CD\LAWIM‘) LN Y7201

(number) (street) 1 (city) (state) (zip)
Phone No.: P2 HZ-HH4 57 Fax No.:D12-HZ- H4549 E-mail Address:hoﬂdﬁa we ‘Db oamm \C\Vﬁf}\,\)w «om
How would you prefer to receive information (please check one): '_\/E-mail ___Phone __ Fax ___ Mail

Property Information:

ruvesi D) 0 B B2GW Columbug W 130\

(number) (street) (city) (state) (zip)

or General Location (if no address has been assigned provide a street comer, subdivision lot number, or attach a legal description);

S:\Office Administration\Applications & Forms\BZA Forms\Dev Stan Variance.doc
Page 10of 3



Variance Requested:

| am requesting a variance from Sectlon cl 5 (D ) 62) of the Zoning Ordinance to allow the following:

QLLW/\{’M a "la” ok o {ence 15 oluaed, we are
WG O \)QHB’V\L@W 5
Vp¥o 50 €eat al\ M\ TAP

Variance Request Justification:

The Indiana Code and the Columbus & Bartholomew County Zoning Ordinance establish specific criteria that each must be met
in order for a development standards variance to be approved. Describe how the variance request meets each of the following
criteria.

The approval w:ll not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare of the community.

The S8 (war) Torce (nedtind) ek will Prevost Gof Wallo Lram
(Rodg 525w, Wl

The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not be affected in a substantially
adverse manner.

Po ek of eur TR egonan _The entine progecky will became. pork of
Yoo Yo, . Tue pmperts wil ‘oo oestneicoly ennced oy gizdi “
o) e, , we neXhm 19 designed w \LQ@!JL% ot s
@i o laad 1o an oo B ywprowent do e propedy.,

The strict application of the terms of the Zoning Ordinance will result in practical difficulties in the use of the property.
This situation shall not be self-imposed; nor be based on a percelved reduction of, or restriction on, economic gain.

wirtouy e wmr%tm@umm YOl W) Yicuse 0 V&M
\/\\c‘/\n \aU\u W b (i SA5 W e VoA ¥ weeded

Yo owmkw l/t(é’ ﬁoﬁz’f‘lﬁ, .
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2

Columbus -~ Bartholomew County Planning Department
Development Standards Variance Applicatio

Planning Department Use Only: £ 4 : . -

Jurisdiction: KColumbus DA?ayrtholomewCuunty : DEC = ”2015

Zoning: PRI . B ) ¥y A
Docket No.: Cloo— 1575 Y:
Hearing Procedure: D Hearing Officer g( Board of Zoning Appeals

Development Standards Variance Application:

Applicant Information (the person or entity that will own and/or execute what is proposed):

Name: H“A’RQ 160 A0 LA'I((E Co unrTRY  CLUR

Address: _S&€€  SovTH CovaTRY Cevd  Poad\  ColemBes ITn/ 7 “4ra0!(
(number) (street)y : T (city) " (state) (zip)

Phone No.{j"‘;‘).?qd- YL<s7 Fax No.:(§ 2 34 H95° 9 E-mail Address: Kby i QQ}@ h( +~2@1sgn M’LLUQ. Coon

Property Owner Information (the “owner” does not include tenants or contract buyers):

Name: R’Hﬁ-b LiL
Address: _SAMNE AS  ABOCE

{number) (street) (city) (state) (zip)
Phone No.: AR Fax No.: AR E-mail Address: SAR

Notification Information (list the person to whom all correspondence regarding this application should be directed):

Name:_&ob HAesNAD
Address: _SAmE A< A-Q,dvc‘.;

(number) (street) (city) (state) (zip)
Phone No.: __ & AB Fax No..__ SAR E-mail Address: ___ S4B
How would you prefer to receive information (please check one): 5 E-maill ___ Phone ___ Fax __ Mail

Property Information:

Address: %a‘ $, S &G W . C“lvvhobl/ﬁ- Y k7acl

(number) (street) (city) (state) (zip)

or General Location (if no address has been assigned provide a street corner, subdivision lot number, or attach a legal description):

8:\Office Administration\Applications & Forms\BZA Forms\Dev Stan Variance.doc
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Variance Requested:
I am requestlngavanance from Section q S(Dﬁ( > of the Zoning Ordinance to allow the following:
CRRSMILY A G FeeT SDe trbd Feveg Us Atowed . WE
' MZ.:- Re&varwb A VARt -To—20- P Nl |.7- b
' upto 6e feat-ald ZHIR (7=l

Variance Request Justification:

The Indiana Code and the Columbus & Bartholomew County Zoning Ordinance establish specific criteria that each must be met
in order for a development standards variance to be approved. Describe how the variance request meets each of the following
criteria.

The approval will not be injurious to the publlc health, safety, morals and general welfare ofthe communlty '
THE 70" Feweo witl PREcanT GoLF BAS [Fhom (ROLL (ml
IvTo okl Peopies PRDZRTY Avd S o< G,

The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not be affected in a subétantially
adverse manner.

4 O ToinGe. exprolon, e eavire W?@/”M will hecome part o
JMQ, Cont Q. The OJbWw Ll Vecae Gevical Y ‘enbignced Du ﬁvﬂrdi %
GIACL %@@&ma The neF s v desnad w Yeefuna Y
a2l Wl cund 19, cverall wm&)/r’/ut()m@m’ 5 Aue Wirt{\d
am : 5

The strict application of the terms of the Zoning Ordinance will result in practical difficulties in the use of the property.
This situation shall not be self-imposed; nor be based on a percelved reduction of, or restriction on, economic gain.

witowt e Wemer Jence (,vmm C@W ko Ve axiermy
\/\\\M \e ot o webchug: S35 W i “The NGOWE Neee)

(N)Qm&rﬁ A v G 40} 4
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Application Fee Refund information;

The adopted Planning Department Schedule of Application Fees provides for the refunding of application fees for this request if
it is approved by the Beard of Zoning Appeals. The refund will be provided by mail in the form of a check. It may take several
weeks after the Board of Zoning Appeals approval to process the refund and issue the check. Please indicate to whom the
refund should be provided:

Name: l‘[‘ﬁ'QEl-SoN l—/\'“lk’ CouvsTRY CLuvd

Cotyade
Address:_S8T  Sovttt  Coun™RY_CUBs  Boad S Ta H 720
{number) (street} (city) (state) (zip)
Applicant’s Signature:

The information included in and with this application is completely true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Pobn Wb Dhe l-20-15

(Applicant's Signature) {Date)

Property Owner’s Signature (the “owner” does not include tenants or contract buyers):

I authorize the filing of this application and will allow the Planning Department staff to enter this property for the purpose of
analyzing this request. Further, | will allow a public notice sign to be placed and remain on the property until the processing of
the request is complete.

@b voddbd) | L2015

(Owner's Signature) (Date)

{Owner's Signature) (Date)
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VARIANCE FOR FENCE PROPOSAL /‘} ﬁ' ) 12 \~r/~ M"J

Key
9 Proposed Fence Location
#1 Variance Number

Property Lines

#1: Zoning Ordinance Section 9.3(D)(2):

Reguirement: 8 foot maximum in a side yard
Proposed: Up to 70 feet in height
Difference: §2 feet taller

68 g

#2: Zoning Ordinance Section 9.3(D)(2):

Reguirement: 42 in maximum in a front yard

Proposed: Up to 50 feet in height

Difference: 46.5 feet taller

#3: Zoning Ordinance Section 9.3(D)(2):

Requirement: 8 foot maximum in a side yard

Proposed: Up to 60 feet in height

Difference: 52 feet taller





